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“Detached investigation has convinced me, Firstly that the Real 
Line of Demarcation in the World is Cultural, not Economic, and 
that Economic Inequality is (Consciously Produced and 
Employed to Provide Troops for an Attack on Anglo-Saxon and 
Goidelic Culture..” 

Major C. H. Douglas 
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n a week, aside, as usual, from Lord Cameron’s license to never ending TREASON, tinted with 
another false flag ( The video footage of the police officer wrongly administering CPR—giving the 
whole game away.) in Australia, ensuring more draconian social media “active” measures and 
amongst the Society of the Spectacle events playing out in BREAKING NEWS headlines was the 
“dubious” man-made climate change weather (Cloud seeding!) mayhem in Dubai, not forgetting by 
the by the neo-con Zionist Freedom of Speech convention in Brussels with E.U. hounded media 
celebrity Mr Farage and his handy accessory G.B. News Team hogging the social media light. . . 
D.N.R. distraction did you say? We also had “The Scottish Conservative Party,” as ever under the 
salutary effects of their Holyrood (Whig ) masters, who, having we presume the end goal to “run” 
for elected “OFFICE” as opposed to making up the M.S.P. numbers, which, as has been their lot 
since the whole rotten Holyrood edifice was Fabian Trojan Horse/ Blair’s New Labour erected, is it 
just us, or, are they intent on remaining “non-runners?” 
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The NEW Tartan Tory 
Coffee-shop Coteries? 


ith the “Red” Holyrood bureaucracy invariably 
over playing their hand, the “Cass Review” the 
“Hate Law” the “D.N.R. Covid-19 Cull!” The 
Police Scotland saga, the Ferry Fiasco et. al. 
the opportunity to “capitalise” on the ensuing 
across the board authoritarian Socialist fallout 
has never been better. . . Now, it is the Fabian 
“SOCIALIST” policy, which every British 
Government since 1906 in one form or another 
has been relentlessly pursuing which is 
responsible for the never ending crisis which 
has bedevilled the native islander. Every single 
ONE! It is NOT the traditional “Tory” 
Conservative philosophy which has ruined 
Britain once Great. It is the “Whig” Liberal 
Philosophy:—Absentee management— Power 
shorn of Responsibility; and it is that 
tyrannical policy which under pins the Fabian 
Socialist Holyrood Bureaucracy! 


| Di talked big about repealing the 
“Hate Crime Act? which they 


unbelievably daily conflate with the S.N.P. 
and have personalised with its current 
incumbent “Leader” which are both a 
convenient shop front for the “Red” Holyrood 
totalitarian business as usual Bureaucracy, and 
more importantly its “ sacrificial” scapegoat; a 
role which is of course one they share with the 
tailor made “Tory Scum Out” Scottish 
Conservatives who themselves are forever 
synonymous with Mrs Thatcher; instead of 
concentrating on the ruinous “Policy” which is 
clearly behind it, i.e. Holyrood itself—Marxist 
Fabian Socialism — the ideology of the “Left” 
and the political and economic “Taboo” 
cloaking the Hidden Dead Hand directing 
them all. Wither they even realise, or even 
care, that they are wasting time and effort 
appealing to a Law, which, as the present 
Holyrood Cabinet Secretary for Justice and 
Home Affairs recently informed Scottish 
Conservative justice | spokesman//justice 
committee deputy convenor//journalist etc. . . 
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etc. . . Mr. Findlay, who, has developed a 
pronounced, first, I almost wrote Christian, 
oops, name (Humza) mania in elucidating the 
afore mentioned “Hate Crime Act” it was the 
Scottish Parliament which unanimously passed 
the Act, not the S.N.P. Curiously the short 
video clip which the Scottish Conservatives 
posted on their Twitter account with the 
Findlay spiel and Cabinet Secretary’s factual 
response, has been removed? 


A s Mel Kelly reported a few years ago, 
the connections between all the Party 


“players” in the Trojan Horse Scottish 
Parliament are intangibly entwined. Bearing 
that in mind, we can I think be quite certain 
that, unless the present Scottish Conservative 
spewing out of “outraged” hot air, as opposed 
to a policy of Organic Conservative values 
derived from a Realistic Philosophy of true 
Conservative politics and economics as Major 
Douglas prescribed—ETHICS accompanied 
by a sustained campaign of “action stations” 
along those Douglas Credit lines, no 
considerable body of reasonably intelligent 
people, i.e. “Quality” which if Scotland is to 
survive as that once recognisable Nation and 
kinsfolk which organically developed, is 
urgently required; will permit themselves to be 
recruited and kept recruited for a political 
resolve which accomplishes nothing. They 
either fade away, or turn into Coffee-shop 
coteries. With the cards, for once firmly 
stacked in their favour it remains to be seen if 
the Scottish Conservatives have the stomach 
for a full frontal assault on Fabian Fortress 
Holyrood. The native Scot I am certain is sick 
of this sorry excuse for a Parliament with its 
restrictions and bureaucracy and if enough 
honest patriots could be made alive to the 
ruinous nature of their firmly entrenched real 
enemy on the “Left” and its parasitic High 
International Finance backers sleekit nature 
how they and their forebears were betrayed 
and ruined by “socialism” a swift turn around 
in our personal and National fortunes is 
guaranteed. 
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The Brief for the Prosecution 


By C. H. DOUGLAS 


CHAPTER XIV 


n October, 1929, a year after the (British) 
Bank Notes and Currency Act had placed the 
British currency and credit system under the 
control of a non-governmental, and, so far as is 
publicly known, possibly-foreign-controlled, 
institution, the Bank “of England,” the nine 
years period of almost fantastic commercial 
and industrial prosperity in the United States— 
a period in which shiploads of millionaires 
found time to visit Europe, including “Britain” 
for the purpose of acquiring the assets of our 
bankruptcies—came to a sudden end. In a 
month, stocks and shares became almost 
unsaleable; workmen were discharged in 
millions, to be followed at a short interval by 
black-coated staffs and technicians. The 
United States, and the world in general, had 
entered on the greatest economic depression in 
history. The late Sir Henry Strakosch was 
ready with an explanation. Primary prices had 
fallen. Notice the natural phenomenon. No-one 
to blame. 


t is probable that complex theories of Trade 

Cycles and the effect of sunspots on 
industrial activity are already in preparation in 
the London School of Economics and 
Columbia University, in order that historians 
may have the material to explain the economic 
blizzard. But, meanwhile and in fact, its cause 
is beyond dispute. 


U more normal conditions, industry in 
the United States is preponderatingly 
financed by bank loans or overdrafts. In 
consequence the manufacturer and farmer are 
under the complete control of the banker, who 
can, and often does liquidate them almost 
without notice. The system constitutes the 
most comprehensive control of policy of 


which it is possible to conceive, extending to 
the ability to penalise opinion by economic 
ruin. 


R a the decade of abnormal industrial 
activity, much of which consisted in the 
manufacture of goods for the reconstruction of 
Russia and Germany, the American 
manufacturer accumulated large sums, and 
bank balances, which, towards the latter 
quarter of the period, he found it difficult to 
employ in industry. As a result, he not only 
made less use of bank money, but actually 
entered into competition with financial circles 
for the provision of funds to borrowers not 
only in the U.S.A, but abroad. . Not only were 
the profits of money-lending threatened, but 
the industrial subservience to the book-keeper 
was endangered to an extent which called for 
immediate action. It was taken. 
Notwithstanding the immense prosperity of 
American industry even towards the end of the 
boom, much of the day-to-day money was as 
usual provided by current accounts normally 
fluctuating from large overdrafts for wages, 
etc., to small credits as these overdrafts were 
repaid. These were all “call money,” i.e., were 
subject to the fiat of the banker. The 
industrialists were not organised to lend “call 
money” and their funds were placed on fixed 
terms of three months, or more. 


A: the end of October, 1929, the New York 
Banks, without notice, called in 
practically every overdraft, and advanced the 
rate for “call money” from a normal 3 per cent, 
to 30 per cent, or more. The effect was 
instantaneous. Borrowers, for the most part in 
possession of large blocks of securities both 
American and 


European (Germany 
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repossessed, herself of her own borrowings at 
bargain prices), threw them on the market in 
order to obtain cash, either to meet calls or 
wages account. But there were nol buyers for 
cash, since there was no cash. The banks had it 
all, although the country at large had the 
securities representing much of the funded 
wealth of the prosperous years. 


F: about twelve months, American 
business staggered down the slope. Any 
slight improvement in the stock markets (there 
was none in commodity markets) was greeted 
by an avalanche of selling orders. Where 
salaried workers were retained, they were 
presented with ultimatums requiring 
immediate acceptance of drastic salary 
reductions. Living standards, and consequent 
consumers’ buying, fell even faster than wage 
and salary reductions, as a consequence of 
widespread lack of confidence' in the future— 
misgivings which were more than justified. 


[ is probably not without significance that 
the President, elected by the Republican 
Party, was by profession, an engineer with a 
natural tendency to favour the producer rather 
than the financier and the trader. As an 
instance of the attitude assumed by the Money 
Power in relation to the Administration, it may 
be recalled that Mr. Hoover dictated an official 
memorandum to Eugene Meyer, Chairman of 
the Federal Reserve Board, drawing his 
attention to the disastrous consequences of the 
Board’s policy, and requesting reconsideration 
of it. Mr. Meyer acknowledged! the receipt of 
it and took no action. Eugene Meyer was 
appointed Chairman of the Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation. 


The Governor of the Bank of “England,” Mr. 
Montagu Norman, adopted much the same 
attitude, remarking to the “MacMillan” 
Commission on the working of the Gold 
Standard, “If the Government will inform us of 
their policy, we will cooperate as though we 
were under statutory obligation to do so.” This 
attitude, which agrees with the extraterritorial 
status of the various Central Banks, founded, 
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together with the Bank of International 
Settlements, during the armistice years, is a 
clear cut assertion of supernationality. It is 
quite in accordance with this position that Mr. 
Norman and other Central Bank Governors 
remain co-directors of the Bank of 
International Settlements with those nominally 
belonging to enemy states. 


U normal conditions, the paralysis of a 
trade competitor would have reacted to 
the advantage of British industry. The grip of 
the Bank Notes and Currency Act 1928 upon 
trade conditions was so comprehensive, 
however, that the “depression” while not so' 
spectacular in Great Britain as in the United 
States (almost entirely because compulsory 
unemployment insurance, miscalled the dole, 
masked the widespread misery and despair) 
was at least as disastrous. Certain areas such as 
South Wales, Tyneside and the 'Clyde were in 
so desperate a condition that they were first 
earmarked for treatment under the title of 
Distressed Areas, but later distinguished as 
Special, an adjective as descriptive as the 
treatment they received was abominable. It is 
the essence of the history of the period that in 
the face of disastrous unemployment the 
armed forces were depleted both of men and 
equipment, and every effort was made to re- 
equip Germany. 


1 effect of continuous trade depression 
on business organisations is uniform. First 
profits decrease by competition in a decreasing 
market causing a fall, but not necessarily a 
heavy fall, in prices. There is no evidence to 
support the statement sedulously propagated, 
that the depression was caused by a fall in 
prices. Before the panic of October, 1929, 
American prices were still at a profitable level. 


S fall as did in fact take place was 
equivalent to a rise in purchasing power 
and in all probability increased for some time 
the volume of goods bought, and delayed the 
next stage—the disappearance of profits, the 
liquidation of reserves, and the separation of 
business undertakings into two classes: those 
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which were to be supported by bank overdrafts 
and carried on as bank-controlled 
organisations; and those which were to be 
closed down. 


E fact it can be seen both by the depression 
itself, and by the means which were 
inaugurated to end it when the process was 
considered to have gone far enough, that 
elimination of competition was its primary 
objective. 


D Melchett (Sir Alfred Mond), speaking 
at Harvard in 1928 on the Mond-Turner 
Conference, said: “The high purpose of the 
Conference could not be more amply 
illustrated than by the fact that the first agreed 
resolution published to the world was a Joint 
Memorandum on the Gold Reserve and its 
relations with Industry. 


“It is merely necessary for me to point out that 
the issue of that Memorandum to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had a definite 
result in the policy which he pursued... when 
the Bank Note issue and the Treasury issue 
were amalgamated this year.” 


T” is surely definite enough.. There is 
probably not a single authority nowadays 
who would venture to deny that the “economic 
blizzard” was a monetary phenomenon arising 
directly out of the parallel monetary policy of 
the Bank “of England” and the Federal 
Reserve Board of the United States; that the 
amalgamation of the Treasury issue with the 
Bank was a part of it; and that the object of 
this policy in both countries was advance 
towards monopoly, then called rationalisation, 
and now called concentration, or “Planning.” 
Without commenting on other qualities of the 
Trades Union participants in the Conference, it 
is safe to say that their qualifications for 
discussing the effect of Gold Reserves and 
their understanding of monetary theory were 
equally non- existent. 


he tragic policy to which reference is 
made with such complacency, besides 
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subjecting the working population of Great 
Britain, supposed to be represented by the 
Trades Unionists at the Conference, to six 
years of desperate misery, is beyond doubt the 
most important factor amongst those 
culminating in the Second World War, and the 
hair-breadth escape of Great Britain from 
complete disaster in 1940. 


On April 21, 1932, Mr. Winston 'Churchill 
made the following statement in the House of 
Commons: 


“When I was moved by many arguments and 
forces (my emphasis) in 1925 to return to the 
Gold Standard, I was assured by the highest 
experts that we were anchoring ourselves to 
stability, and I accepted that advice. But what 
happened? We have no reality, no stability... 
This monetary convulsion has now reached a 
pitch when I am persuaded that producers of 
new wealth will not tolerate indefinitely so 
hideous an oppression.” 


The gold exchange standard was abandoned in 
1931. 


E 1932, the “economic blizzard” approached 
its height in the United States, President 
Hoover was completely discredited, most of 
the smaller industrial firms were wrecked, and 
attacks on the banking system, as a system, 
and as a credit monopoly, were increasing to a 
formidable volume. There were over twelve 
million unemployed. In November of that 
year, Franklin Delano Roosevelt was elected 
President, and in March 1933 assumed office 
under conditions of nation-wide panic. In 
Detroit, for instance, not a single bank was 
open for business, and all over the country 
money substitutes of the token class were in 
daily use. Probably sixty per cent, of the banks 
were insolvent. Roosevelt’s first action was to 
close every bank. It is significant that the first 
step; taken to deal with the crisis was 
financial, not industrial. 


[ is not necessary to the understanding of the 
general situation to deal with the 
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technicalities of the banking situation, which 
have been explored, for instance in “The 
Monopoly of Credit.” But it may be explained 
that the American Banking laws expressly 
forbid what is called Branch Banking (the 
English system) and American Banks, for the 
most part, outside New York, were in real and 
active competition with each other, not merely 
for customers’ accounts, but for re-discount 
facilities. The old Scottish Banking system, 
which had many good features, was similar. 
The prohibition of Branch Banking had been a 
great safeguard against the mammoth Wall 
Street Banks, but its fatal weakness was the. 
need to borrow for the purpose of lending. The 
freezing of re-discount loans by the Reserve 
Banks ultimately controlled by the Federal 
Reserve Board, had put the country banks in 
the position of being helpless against a “run,” 
which occurred in practically every case. 


undreds of small banks, and some large 

(but none of the largest) banks had 
closed, never to re-open. The largest banks 
were relieved of a good deal of competition. 
President Roosevelt devoted the major portion 
of his Inaugural Address to a castigation of 
Financiers—not all Financiers, but those who 
had been uppermost during the Hoover 
regime. No criticism of the credit monopoly, 
as such, was expressed or implied. 


T! new Administration, surrounded by 
such men as Bernard Baruch, Felix 
Frankfurter and other international Jews, acted 
with vigour, and clearly in accordance with a 
carefully prepared programme. Selected banks 
were reopened, and the Federal Reserve 
Banks, until now entirely quiescent, poured 
out credits to them on dictated terms which 
removed any danger of revolt. Large contracts 
for public works were placed with contractors, 
and State Employment organisations, whose 
barely concealed object was the lavish 
spending of money, rose and expanded. At the 
same time “controls,” which can be recognised 
as the groundwork of the Planned 
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Monopolistic State, were imposed on each 
main industry. 


hree months later, Mr. Montagu Norman 

took a holiday, and while he was at sea, 
Great Britain renounced the deflationary 
policy so relentlessly pursued. 


r | the red light was replaced by green. The 
traffic was to be allowed to proceed on 


conditions. 
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THE ZIONIST MOVEMENT 


By Norman. F. Webb 


““APPLYING THE LEVER.” 


(2). 


“From the first moment I entered the 
movement my eyes were directed towards 
England, because I saw by reason of the 
general conditions there the Archimedean 
point where- the lever could be applied.” — 
Theodore Herzl, First Zionist President. 


t is claimed by his followers that Theodore 
Herzl, from whose presidential address at the 
Fourth Zionist ‘Congress, held in London in 
1900, the above quotation is taken, foresaw 
that “events”—i.e., the 1914-18 phase of the 
World War— would bring Palestine under 
British control. True to his premonition, he 
seems to have centred all. his efforts on 
England from the beginning. He was in touch 
with Joseph Chamberlain in 1903, and got the 
refusal of Uganda for a Jewish national home. 
After Herzl’s death in 1904, his policy was 
carried on by his successor, Dr. Chaim 
Weizmann, who still occupies the presidency.; 
and by the middle of the 1914-18 war, by far 
the greater number of influential Zionists had 
come to England and settled. Up to 1916 the 
Zionist H.Q. had been in Berlin, where Max 
Warburg, brother of Paid and Felix Warburg, 
of the Banking firm, of Kuhn, Loeb & - 
Company, New York, was in charge. All 
through the war, we are told, the perfect 
“internationalism” of the Movement remained 
unimpaired: funds, information, individuals 
passed freely from one belligerent capital to 
another. By 1916, in January of which year at 
a conference held in London, where we first 
hear of Simon Marks, head of Marks & 
Spencers, and Israel Sieff, chairman of P.E.P., 
in a political connection, it was decided to 
move the headquarters from Berlin to London. 
And by October of that year the draft 
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programme for a Palestine Settlement had 
been completed, to which Arthur Balfour was 
subsequently to give his name. 


O: point to be noted, I think, is the 
ceaseless, concentrated activity of the 
Committee, carried on apparently quite 
unhampered, and not the least cramped -in 
style by the life-and-death struggle being 
waged around them by the country in which 
these men were guests. Dr. Weizmann’s 
„political activities in particular were 
prodigious; alternating between his academic 
duties as lecturer in Organic Chemistry at 
Manchester University, and Zionist work for 
both Sir Alfred Mond and Sir Herbert Samuel, 
in addition to his task of bringing Lord 
Rothschild round to the Zionist point of view. 
He was in touch with Arthur Balfour and, 
through Scott of the Manchester Guardian, 
contacted Lloyd George, for whom he 
undertook vital research work on the 
production of acetone. Of that episode one has 
read in Lloyd George’s Memoirs and 
elsewhere. Dr. Weizmann’s chemical triumph . 
actually suppled the last fraction of the 
“Archimedean” leverage referred to in my 
quotation from Herzl required to precipitate 
the Balfour Declaration. 


t was Sir Alfred Mond who, in 1904, had 

brought Weizmann over as chemist in the 
Brunner, Mond laboratories, and we are told 
by Paul Goodman in the editorial to his 
symposium, that “around the Balfour 
Declaration has arisen the saga of the Mond- 
Rufus Isaacs families, which Jewish history 
will tell to future generations.” Unfortunately, 
Mr. Goodman himself tells us little more than 
that. Doubtless on the Mond side the saga is 
not unconnected with the concession of the 
Dead Sea obtained by LCI. in 1929. In the 
case of the late Marquis of Reading, however, 
we are left guessing, although there is a hint 
that the later understanding come to between 
“America” and “Britain,” i.e., the New York 
Zionists and the London Zionists, touches that 


Vol. 1 No.14. 


side of the ‘saga.’ According to Mr. Goodman, 
Orthodox Christian Russia, having long had 
designs on Palestine, early in the war obtained 
a promise of it from her Allies “which would 
have been fatal to Jewish interests.” It sounds 
an unlikely story, particularly in view of the 
fact that it was promised to the Arabs in 1915. 
Or was Palestine, which has been referred to 
as ‘the Twice-Promised-Land,’ the Thriced- 
Promised or—if we count the Kaiser’s 
promises at the time of the Berlin-Baghdad 
Railway scheme—the Four-Times-Promised- 
Land? New York Jewry may have believed the 
story. There can be no doubt that the-Jewish 
attitude towards Greek Church-cum-Tsarist 
Russia has always been unbalanced. 


A“ the war situation deteriorated for the 
Allies, Jewish influence, which had been 
more or less ignored in the early stages, began 
to assume greater importance. “It gradually 
came to be realised in London that the 
sympathies of American Jews, whose pro- 
allied sympathies were withheld owing to the 
barbarities inflicted by Tsarist Russia on their 
Jewish subjects, would be won if Britain took 
a hand in a pro-Jewish gesture. ”f I think the 
plain English of that is that the British War 
Cabinet, after the collapse of Russia, was told 
that recognition of the Zionist aspirations in 
Palestine was the price of “America’s” coming 
into the war. In 1915 the German Government 
had renewed their somewhat premature offer 
of Palestine to the Zionist Headquarters; but it 
appeared that it was not to come into Jewish 
hands via the Kaiser or on German conditions. 
To the London Committee, at least, England 
promised to be a better intermediary. New 
York Jewry on the other hand was still 
strongly pro-German, as we learn from the 
correspondence of the British Ambassador, Sir 
Cedi Spring-Rice, who refers to Wilson’s 
concern over the matter. 


n August 1917 was set up “Zionist 
Organisation, London Bureau;” with Dr. 
Weizmann at its head, and, among others, 
assisting him, Simon Marks, Israel Sieff, 
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Asher Ginzburg, of Odessa, Benwick, and 
Kessler. By this date Russia was “out” of the 
picture and the need to get America “in” 
appeared dire. It was upon this situation of, 
Gentile extremity that the London Bureau 
“cashed in,” with that undeterable objectivity 
we have already noted, and upon it, 
apparently, was built the Mond-Isaacs saga. 
Sir Rufus Isaacs, as the late Marquis of 
Reading then was, went to America that year, 
and “the immediate effect was striking,” as 
Paul Goodman tells us. For him, one must 
suppose, that America came into the war was 
neither here nor there beside the fact that “... 
messages were sent in cypher through the 
Foreign Office on behalf of the Zionists to the 
Zionists of New York,” and “The London 
Bureau was granted every facility for its 
activities.” On November 2 of the same year, 
came the Balfour Declaration, in the form of a 
letter to Lord Rothschild. Beyond 
peradventure the Zionist balloon was going up, 
and whoever else ascended with it, apparently 
the Mond and Isaacs families were assured of 
seats. 


Ne doubt the leverage had been terrific, 
and applied with consummate skill. None 
the less, the complacency of British 
statesmanship is hardly credible without 
allowing for the existence of some occult 
forces. Dr. Weizmann’s first encounter, as a 
young foreign chemist, with Arthur Balfour in 
1906, which, to quote Mr. Goodman, “is 
already one of the best know events in the 
annals of Zionism. It is to be found in almost 
every textbook of Jewish history,” is hardly 
credible. To Balfour’s enquiry as to what was 
wrong with Uganda, Weizmann replied, with 
that extraordinary irrelevance which is a 
marked Jewish trait‘ ‘Mr. Balfour, if you 
were offered Paris instead of London, would 
you take it?’ He looked surprised: ‘But 
London is our own,’ he said: ‘Jerusalem was 
our own when London was a marsh.’ He said, 
‘that’s true.” Are we really to believe that the 
experienced, philosophical statesman 
collapsed with a feeble squawk like that, 
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before a palpable dialectical quibble, bearing 
no relation whatsoever to the realities of the 
matter under discussion? If that is typical of 
the quality of realism at the disposal of the 
British War 'Cabinet in 1917 one can hardly 
wonder that Versailles made such a mess of it. 
That Cabinet, besides Balfour, contained 
Lloyd George, afterwards solicitor to the 
Zionist Movement; Lord Cedi, President of the 
League of Nations Union; Lord Milner, the 
friend of the Zionist Rabbi Hertz who, after he 
fell foul of Paul Kruger in South Africa, 
“where he won the confidence and personal 
esteem of Lord Milner, became Chief Rabbi of 
the British Empire, a post he still occupies in 
spite of the fact that he is an American citizen; 
Ormsby-Gore; and Amery, later a co-director 
with Simon Marks and Israel Sieff of Marks & 
Spencers Limited. 


E the Cabinet itself, the only constructive 
opposition apparently came from Edwin 
Montagu, the Jewish Secretary of State for 
India. He belonged to one of the older families 
of Assimilationist Jewry, and in consequence 
was bitterly opposed to Zionism. None the 
less, his arguments that the Declaration would 
set the Moslem world by the ears, and injure 
British prestige in India, was statesmanlike 
and unanswerable. Without a doubt no single 
British commitment abroad has done so much 
injury to the nation’s reputation. The 
Assimilationists were mainly of the Western, 
Sephardic and German Jews, with the 
Montefiores at their head, who deeply resented 
and dreaded the Eastern Zionist invasion. They 
had long dominated the London Board of 
Deputies, and it was with them Dr. Weizmann 
and the London Bureau had to deal. But 
eventually the Zionists triumphed both in 
London and later in New York. It is obvious 
their superior instinct for the “Archimedean 
point” of leverage—a mathematical faculty 
highly developed in the young of the cuckoo 
—stood them in good stead. A few packed 
meetings, it would seem, and a liberal use of 
the blessed word Democracy, and Dr. 
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Weizmann became chairman of the London 
Board of Deputies. 


merica was now a belligerent—on paper; 

but no doubt powerful forces had already 
been set to work inside Germany, and the time 
had come for Arthur Balfour, on behalf of 
England, to underwrite the Jewish National 
Home in Palestine by putting his name and 
reputation to the terms drafted by Simon 
Marks, and Israel Sieff, and Asher Ginzburg 
the previous year. This he did, with certain not 
unimportant reservations, in November, 1917, 
thereby repudiating the pledge we had given 
the Arabs regarding Palestine in 1915 in return 
for immediate military aid—aid of a much 
more tangible and effective character than 
anything “America” was destined to 
contribute, and at a much lower rate of 


interest. 


Switch off that 


LESS LIGHT - MORE PLANES 
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THE NON-MATERIAL 
NEEDS OF THE NATION 


1937 and 1942 


By R.G. Stapledon 
2 


he views I have been bringing forward may 
seem to be those of unadulterated primitivism. 
I think otherwise; not for a moment would I 
argue that progress can be born alone of 
harping back. I do not merely desire to harp 
back, for it is one thing to declare that all is 
won if we will but look downwards and 
backwards and quite another to assert, as I 
have been endeavouring to assert, that those 
who wish to see all they possibly can by 
looking upwards and forwards will obtain a 
better mental perspective if they will first 
glance backwards and downwards, while if we 
do not look downwards there is always some 
danger of falling over a precipice. 


N: and positively, there is no escaping the 
fact that we are indeed 'too mentally 


domesticated', and wherever we go, and on all 
sides we see evidences of the intellect of man 
wilfully destroying the food for his own 
emotions or wilfully denying such food to 
masses of his fellow men. 


I is worth looking at the matter from the 
historical point of view for a moment; 
Trevelyan has made it quite clear to us what a 
grand England it was in the days of Queen 
Anne. T. S. Eliot has gone as far as to say 'the 
history of every branch of intellectual activity 
provides the same record of the diminution of 
England from the time of Queen Anne’. What 
has happened in the meantime—in words 
which A. P. 


Hex would not approve—is this, we 
have substituted (to use my own phrase) 
a magnificently high coefficient of ruralicity, 
for (in the words of Mr. G. M. Young) an 
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alarmingly high coefficient of dopability. To- 
day we talk and talk and talk and in the 
meantime, and largely because we will not 
even try to react to our whole experience, the 
most devastating things just happen. There is 
also the population problem—stark and cold— 
staring us in the face. Population studies such 
as those of Dr. Enid Charles seem to indicate 
all too clearly that we must get back to the 
land and to the simple enjoyment of the 
the 
excruciating rhythm of modern transportation, 
urbanization, and industrialization if we are to 


rhythm of nature, as opposed to 


maintain and perpetuate our race and our 
species. 


f all the problems of this age there is 

perhaps none which is so deeply 
influenced by non-material considerations as 
that of population. The cost of living is to-day 
by no means and for all classes a matter only 
of food, rent, and clothes, it is a matter too of 
all the innumerable ‘pleasures’ which money 
can buy. It is perhaps in the very hurry and 
scramble for these ‘pleasures’, cheaply dressed 
and in every conceivable disguise of 
artificiality, that people of all degrees, almost 
imperceptibly at first, come to lose their zest 
for life. 


Reo they do, almost everything they 
think, even the very food they eat, is at 
least at second hand. Without the relish that 
comes from doing and thinking for oneself 
man loses all relish in life, till at last he 
becomes so dead to all the non-material 
realities that are the essence of life, and so 
dissatisfied with the only ‘realities’ with which 
he has been brought into contact, that he thinks 
it not only an inconvenience but an actual 
crime to be a party to the huge adventure that 
faces every child born into this world. 


S much for what I conceive to be the 
fundamentals, and it may be thought that I 
am suggesting that we should build with 
fantastic bricks and ethereal mortar. Whether I 
am in fact doing so must depend on the 
manner in which we endeavour to blend these 
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bricks and mortar with those which are the 
normal stock-in-trade of the architect and of 
the mason. If, however, we no more than 
attempt this synthesis of the material and of 
the non-material the influence on our future 
planning for the land would be incalculable. 


I think D. H. Lawrence saw far and saw the 
truth when he declared 'our rulers have not 
loved men, they have loved ideas'. They have 
not loved individual men, which means they 
have not taken heed of life which is 
individuality. If it is the bringing 'to perfection 
of each single individual’ which is our care 
then everything we do with the land, every use 
to which we put it, must be harmonious and in 
good taste, for natural beauty is harmony and 
good taste to perfection, and if we have to 
destroy pristine beauty our creations must be 
no less beautiful. There then is the substance 
of our bricks and mortar, laid not to fit the 
pattern of an idea, but cleverly woven to cater 
for the well-being of individuals. For example, 
it may only be a land-wasting procedure to tear 
down slums and put up new erections in a 
manner and in a place not acceptable, and 
perhaps the 
individuals who are the playthings of the great 
idea. 


rightly not acceptable, to 


cL all that I am now saying about individuals 
and the necessity for the State to cater 
adequately for individuals as human entities, I 
am primarily concerned with the individual as 
a representative of his species. Any species 
whatsoever at any moment of time is in effect 
the sum of all the individuals of that species 
which are alive and in being. With a 
gregarious species and particularly so with a 
social species, with great justice it may be said 
that the well-being of the species will be as a 
mirror which collects into a single image the 
well-being of each and every individual. 


E the case of man—and to a growing extent 
as he learns to unfold the capabilities latent 
within himself—individuals have infinitely 
greater scope for making or marring the well- 
being and the destiny of the species to which 
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they belong than is given to the individuals of 
any other species. This fact reduced to the 
social requirements of any State or community 
means that the State or community must strive 
to the utmost to serve the needs of the 
individual, while the individual must strive to 
serve the needs of the community or State. 
There can be no other course; no other course 
can lead to the happiness of individuals (for 
man is a social species) or to the progress of 
humanity. The prime care of the State should 
be the health, the adequate material position 
and the mental and spiritual development of 
the individual, while the prime care of the 
individual must be to avoid any action that will 
run counter to the health, the material position 
and the mental and spiritual development of 
any other individual. The individual moreover 
should to unfold his 
potentiality that will be of service to the 
creative purposes, for which he has been born 


endeavour every 


into the world. His own selfish purposes are as 
nothing—be they mental or material—and if 
carried to excess lead only to unhappiness and 
illness and if infectious can rapidly lead to 
profound social unrest or national decay. 
Happiness as such, in a well-ordered 
community, would be neither the care of the 
individual nor of the State. Happiness can well 
be left to look after itself given an environment 
that provides a sound material structure and an 
enlightened mental and spiritual background— 
happiness cannot be superimposed, always it is 
auto-created and is thus frequently to be found 
the 


even under most 


surroundings. 


unpromising 
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The Revolt of Intelligence. 


By Ezra Pound. 


he French Revolution occurred because a 
chinless and hump-nosed monarch had seen fit 
to imprison Voltaire. 


The “Georgian” poets finished the Asquith 
administration. 


Nes of these statements is perfectly 
proportioned, and they do not express the 
direct line of causation. That is to say they are 
both lies, for a purpose, and they both contain 
a small fragment of truth. They are both lurid 
and melodramatic because they move from an 
apparently small cause to an apparently large 
result. 


The state of mind in “high circles” which 
permitted Voltaire to go to the Bastille and 
which instigated his imprisonment was a cause 
-- was, at bottom, the cause. 


TS state of mind in the English 
Parliamentary milieu which fled from 
nude statement and sought refuge in, or chose 
to express its official taste for, a padded 
Wordswortho-Keatsian idiom was also a 
cause, whereof the “Georgians” were the 


symptom. 


e therefore shifted from an era of 

McEvoy to an era when the Prime 
Ministerial taste is for the “picture of the 
policeman holding up the traffic in order that 
the small children may cross the road.” This 
latter is at least a clear statement. The official 
“literature” of the present administration is 
possibly in a “state of becoming.” The public 
instinct (blind and brute, but sometimes 
headed vaguely toward its own interest) 
prefers, sometimes, clear statement, as it (in 
the person of my butcher) mistrusts the 
shadowy and silent penumbra of the Cabinet, 
the speechless Ministers, and the canny “dark 
horses.” It also respects Mr. 
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Bottomley for his apparent outspokenness. 
Bottomley is indeed better reading than the 
indefiniteness of the official Press whispering 
gallery. 


M: Marsden, in a little-known paper, 
“The Egoist,’ once attacked the 


“cradle,” the soothing and rocking “cradle of 
the balanced sentence.” This was possibly an 
echo of Schopenhauer’s essay on style which 
opens with remarks on clear speech and the 
uses of padding. The “Church” took to Latin, 
or stuck to Latin, and the soothing syrup was 
effective in Europe for centuries; likewise, the 
“Addisonian” and uncurrent English and its 
official popularity with the semi-literate, plug- 
hatted politician, are a lulling-machine or a 
rattle to amuse infantile categories. 


have heard elegies on the Asquith régime; I 

have heard that régime lamented as “the last 
possible Government of England by cultivated 
men.” (Whistles from the gallery!) This 
“cultivation” had dwindled to the faint 
memory of a few paunchy quotations from 
Horace, and the literary teachings of the late F. 
T. Palgrave, as capitalised and installed by the 
firm of Macmillan and Co. It was probably 
time -- if England could get nothing better -- 
that she should at least have the breeze of 
something possibly worse. Literary criticism in 
England was deader than mutton, as I have 
endlessly noted, it was dead because ideas are 
disliked, because England, as my aunt-in-law 
tells me, is a place where one (I to be exact) 
must remember that “The world consists 
entirely of middle-aged women.” Literary 
dead because official and 
accepted figures like Sir Henry Newbolt were 


criticism was 


much more concerned with an external and 
personal correctness than with an internal 
depth. They were much more anxious to look 
tidy and emit the seven or eight ligneous bleats 
required on all polite occasions than to 
discover internationas] Standards and stimulae. 
(Mr. Gosse is a pathologicacla se and must be 
dealt with in especial.) This is not (in 
parenthesis) a plea for bad manners; I merely 
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indicate a proportion of interest between bad 
manners and atrophy. “Bad manners,” in the 
current social sense, have come to include 
“any clear and definite statement on any 
subject whatever.” (Except possiblpys ycho- 
analysis.) Upon which Sig. D’Annunzio 
captures Fiume. And if Sig. D’Annunzio were 
only a less mixed type, if he only stood more 
clearly for literary integrity, if he were not part 
histrion, if he were not as much spiritually kin 
to Lloyd George as to Theophile Gautier, he 
would have behind him so stiff an intellectual 
backing from the whole of Europe that there 
would be small question of dislodging him. 


Re intelligence is “fed up,” fed up 
with a lot of things; it is not quite so fed 
up as the eighteenth century was with the 
Bourbons. It has Russian inebriety and the 
French Revolution to teach it caution. 


Re is symptomatic; and there are men in 
Paris, there are men in other and smaller 
cities, already rejoicing in the number of 
heimatlos, the number of men who have 
swallowed their birth certificates, the number 
of men who are tired of writing their names on 
little slips of paper for the encumbrance of 
innumerable official attics. I do not mean that 
the rejoicers are those who showed any 
lukewarmness in their desire to do in the Hun; 
but they regarded German Imperialism as but 
one of several infamies that the world would 
do well to be rid of. 


he D’Annunzio matter is almost wholly a 

duel between the type D’ Annuzio and the 
type Woodrow Wilson. D’Annunzio is, 
unfortunately for our little demonstration, not 
a pure type, but in the main he represents art 
and literature (with rhetorical detriments, mais 
passons). He represents the individual human 
being, the personality as against the official 
card-index and official Globe-Wernike system. 
And this being so, Fiume represents and 
precedes more important, if less melodramatic, 
conflicts between art, literature, intelligence, 
and card-index and officialdom. Lay aside the 
particular issue, the official position re Czeco- 
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Slovacest,c . A courageous Austrian who 
circulated so freely among us from 1914-19 
used to declare : “ Djego-ZZlovagz ! 1 T’erre 
arre gno Djego- ZZlovaggs ! ! It iss lige 
dalging aboud t’e Gkento- Velsch. ” One 
“the 
younger nations.” The young nations of the 


past have been chiefly those who wished to 


remains somewhat sceptical about 


kill each other off, who did not desire a quiet 
life, etc. The older nations, historically, have 
been those who desired quietly to exploit 
something or other. Capital v. Labour is not 
the only conflict; there is also the endless 
conflict between the furnished and the half- 
furnished mind. 


[ required Confucius to put forth the simple 
statement: “When the prince shall have 
drawn to him all the savants and all the artists, 
then will his resources be put to adequate use.” 
This doctrine is not “essentially British”; it is 
not likely to sweep the English polls for some 
time. Was it not Mr. Gosse, or was it perhaps 
some lesser, member of his squad, who said 
that I was “an Oriental at heart”? For the 
“prince” we may read “the Big Four”; we may 


3 


also read “the governmental classes,” as one 
cannot discuss the “Four” without entering 
into personalities; let us regard the latter, “the 
governing classes.” You can not hear a good 
word for them, not from anyone out side their 
own ranks, not from one end of Europe to the 


other. 


D’Annunzio is the first man to break the ring 
(in any of the organised countries; I do not 
wish to slight Paderewski). D’ Annunzio is not 
the only symptom of discontent; there are far 
too many symptoms to catalogue in one 
article. I take another whisper, by chance, and 
from the last pamphlet shot through my letter- 
slit: The public I should like for this pamphlet 
is a rather different one . . . any individual 
belonging to the Royal Academy is fond of 
. the 
more furibundly ignoble his paintings, the 
further he retires into the technical mysteries 


regarding himself as “ a Craftsman”. . 


of his craft... . Then another pale exists .. . 
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those multitudes who have not been taught a 
delightful faintness, a cheap catch of the voice, 
and the few dozen snobbish tricks of thought 
and hand coined in each decade for the lucky 
young rich. A Board School master, an Excise 
clerk, a douanier for that matter, are usually 
approached, if at all, with every nuance of 
amused condescension that a disgusting 
stereotyped education can breed. 


| | ow sick men must be with the wearisome 
and endless trifling that they have come 
to associate with the word Artist! 


iy author of this has had his fling 
elsewhere and in the same strain. It may 
seem a far cry from Fiume to this blue 
pamphlet on painting, or to Parisians using a 
German term “heimatlos”; or to De 
Gourmont’s pre-bellum query : “and when he 
comes to die, how will he be able to die if the 
registrar is not present to give him his death 


certificate?” Yet many small and scattered 
things serve to show the movement and 
direction of a current. 
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THE MENACE OF MASS MESMERISM 
Whether in Canberra or London 
By JAMES GUTHRIE 


1945 


hose of us who, for many years, have made 
an earnest study of social and political 
affairs have come to the conclusion that one 
of the greatest difficulties we have had to 
face is the prostitution of the English 
language. Yet the use of words can, and 
should, be one of the most powerful and 
scientific of instruments for raising men and 
women from ignorance and despair to a 
world of enlightenment. 


We should be used to make clear what 
appears difficult and unintelligible; 
they should be used to help people to help 
themselves to act with confidence in the 
protection of themselves and of their families. 
But unfortunately, perhaps, no generation has 
been so bemused, so _ befooled, as our 
generation, by words carefully used to trap the 


unwary. 


\ N Je have been brought up in a veritable 
battle of words, and large numbers of 


people are using words which either have no 
meaning or have a meaning entirely different 
to what they suppose. 


ps when we come to the field of politics, 
the ground is so strewn with booby traps 
and with other devices of the devil that few but 
old and experienced campaigners can feel their 
way through the tragic ness. 


ew words are more abused and more 
than the 
Democracy, Monetary Reform, Socialism and 
profit There are quite a lot of stupid people 


misunderstood words 
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who have been induced to believe that profit is 
an evil thing and that any person who works 
for profit is evil. Actually the only people who 
do not work for profit are found in lunatic 
asylums. 


Ps is the natural reason for successful 
effort. When some people rail at the profit 
system what they are really attacking is the 
system of exploitation by monopoly—which is 
a vety evil thing, and should be attacked and 
destroyed by all decent people. But this 
confusion of words has caused a lot of human 
tragedy, and probably the useless slaughter of 
millions of lives. 


But to leave it there is not sufficient. 


apis are good grounds for believing that 
this confusion of thought has been 
deliberately engendered by wealthy and 
the 
community and to prevent long overdue 
reforms being carried out. 


powerful men in order to disrupt 


great deal of confusion exists about 

Money, and Monetary Reform. Money is 
not an evil thing; it is no more evil than food 
or drink. But, like every good thing, it can be 
abused, and it should be noticed that the more 
valuable and essential a thing is the more 
easily is it abused. 


man with money in reserve has more 

freedom than has a man without it; he 
has a greater choice of alternatives—except, of 
course, when commodities are rationed. A man 
with spare cash can choose the schools his 
children shall go to; he can choose his own 
doctor; he can decide where he shall live and 
where he shall buy. That is a very great thing; 
it may not be complete freedom, but it is 
nearer to it than could otherwise be reached. 


B ut it should be noticed very carefully that 
it has been the policy of all Governments 
of the Left to strip men of any surplus cash and 
to prevent them accumulating a nest-egg to 
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carry them through a crisis, or to be able to 
decide for themselves what they shall do. 


L there were any need to establish the fact 
that there has been a deliberate policy 
enforced on this country to destroy the 
independence and security of the ordinary man 
and woman, then here is sufficient proof: The 
fact that this policy has been ruthlessly 
imposed on Australia, Europe and Russia 
shows that there is either an organised gang 
enforcing this policy, or that a nation of 
independent people is considered dangerous to 
the type of Government we have been 
accustomed to. 


T: idea that the amount of money we 
should have, the amount of food we 
should eat, and the severity of the taxes 
imposed upon us should be controlled and 
decided entirely by a small political clique in 
Canberra—a clique whom the people of 
Australia have been unable to control—this 
idea, to me seems so preposterous that I cannot 
imagine any adult blind enough not to see the 
danger signals. 


F people in Australia have spent more 
time and money than I have advocating 
reform of the financial system. I have written 
and spoken a great deal about it, and I still 
think the control of the financial system is one 
of the keys to Economic Democracy. But I 
advocate control by the people of their own 
money. 


Oo by a Party who never even by 
accident did anything to free this country 
from debt and taxation, is not Monetary 
Reform—it is merely securing for years to 
come the bonds of serfdom. 


Te less money the Government handles 
the more there will be for you to handle. 
The fewer Government servants there are to 
pay the more chance you and your family have 
of paying your way. That should be clear 
enough to anyone, surely. If there had been a 
Government in this country looking after the 
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interests of the people, would the price of 
practically every commodity have risen year 
by year with monotonous regularity? Is this 
rise in prices the result of democratic control? 
Is not the governmental system of debt and 
taxation the cause of much of the rise in 
prices? Aren't the interest rates dictated by the 
Government? Are the 4 per cent, loans by the 
Commonwealth Mortgage Bank a sign of 
Monetary Reform? Is the linkup of the Labor 
Party with the Communist Party a sign of 
Monetary Reform? 


Fz quite satisfied that there is very little 
hope of worthwhile Monetary Reform, or of 
any other vital reform, until the people of this 
country learn to control their Members of 
Parliament. 


es control will have to be live and 
effective—very much more effective than 
anything so far in sight Meanwhile, those 
Monetary Reformers who harp on the desire 
for technical improvements of administration 
when there are other more vital battles to be 
fought are a nuisance, and a dangerous 
While 
democracy is breaking down 
countries. It never has been very effective 


nuisance. they prattle political 


in most 


except in small countries. In large countries 
not only does it not work, but it is being used 
as a smoke-screen to impose laws and 
regulations on people who are so far, helpless 


to protect themselves. 


Po whether in Canberra or 
London, has not been able to score one 
single victory over the ruling clique. The fact 
that political democracy appears to operate 
better in British countries than in others is not 
due to Parliament itself, but to the various 
organisations throughout the country which 
have been able to bring pressure to bear on 
their representatives. But here again there has 
been rapid and vital deterioration. There is 
hardly an organisation in country, from the 
Chamber of Commerce the smallest. Trade 
Union that is being white-anted by groups 
allied with ruling clique. 
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o who impose their policy on this to 
not the this country know that the various 
democratic organisations play a big part in 
government, a more vital part perhaps than 
Parliament and they have wasted no time in 
putting the right men into key positions. 


oo believe that the leaders of the old 
U.A.P. were quite so incompetent as they 
pretended to be; I believe the destruction of 
that Party was deliberate. The Labor Party now 
appears to be deliberately committing suicide. 
I believe the Labor Party supporters are very 
sincere, and that they really believe their 
beliefs—and, of course, they are very 
annoyed, but they seem quite helpless to do 
anything. 


[ seems, therefore, that each Party in turn is 
sent into the Government benches to do the 
dirty work for the permanent and unseen 
government. Since the present function of the 
Party in power is to impose a policy on the 
people which is very much resented, it is only 
a matter of time before it is found out, the 
reaction takes place, and in goes the next 
dummy Government. Most political publicity 
and propaganda is designed for one purpose— 
to prevent the people from finding out that the 
policy of both parties is imposed by a 
permanent government, not elected, by the 
people. 
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Portrait of Sir Walter Scott 


By SIR HENRY RAEBURN 


1822; oil on canvas; 76.2 x 63.5 
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Mrs Alison Cockburn (1712-94) 


Born at Fairnilee on the Tweed, two miles from Scott’s first home after his marriage, Alison 
Rutherford, married to the brother of John Cockburn of Ormiston, became the uncrowned queen 
of eighteenth-century Edinburgh society. Amongst other distinguished persons, she entertained the 
philosopher David Hume, the eccentric judge Lord Monboddo and the Rev. John Home, author of 
Douglas: A Tragedy. The sparkle of her wit and the acuteness of her observation sound out in her 
letters as ifs he had spoken her words aloud. In one letter she recollects meeting the boy Scott. 


The boy Walter Scott 


To the Reverend Dr Robert Douglas Edinburgh 15 November 1777 


... He was reading a poem to his mother when I went in. I made him read on. It was the 
description of a shipwreck. His passion rose with the storm: he lifted his eyes and hands. 
“There’s the mast gone,’ says he, ‘crash it goes, they will all perish.’ After his agitation he 
turns to me, “That is too melancholy,’ says he, ‘I had better read you somewhat more 
amusing.’ I preferd a little chat, and asked his opinion of Milton and other books he was 
reading, which he gave me. Wonderfull indeed one of his observations was — how strange it 
was that Adam, just new come into the world, should know everything! “That must be the 
poet’s fancy,’ says he; but when he was told he was created perfect by God Himself, he 
instantly yielded. When he was taken to bed last night, he told his aunt he liked that lady. 
“What lady?’ says she. ‘Why, Mrs. Cokburne, for I think she’s a virtuoso like myself.’ ‘Dear 
Walter,’ says aunt, ‘what is a virtuoso?’ “Don’t ye know? why, it’s one who wishes and will 
know everything?’ Now, sir, you will think this a very silly story. 


Pray, what age do you suppose this boy to be? Name it now, before I tell you. Why, 12 or 14? 
— no such thing. He is not quite six years old. He has a lame leg for which he was a year at 
Bath, and has acquired the perfect English accent which he has not lost since he came, and he 
reads like a Garrick. You will alow this an uncommon exotick? You will also alow this to be 
a pretty long letter. You owe it to lazyness and to a certain tiredness that grows dayly of that 
frivolous company that makes me yawn. I begin to like my own company best of any... 
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